gs f #<1, 


1I/S0/70 


Dear Tom, 

Because I do not believe you misrepresented the Archives* phono call 
to ych, I assume whoever misrepresented it to you bad some purpose not immediately 
obvious to me, However, It is apparent from tna language and tn© purpose of my 
letter, v/hlch reed to you, that I did not say x neve a copy of tae memo of troxxa- 
fer and that the latter is e formal appeal, as required by tneir regulations, in 
on effort to get a copy of the memo, with attachments* 

I know tnere is some axchoago between tno various agencies involved in 
these matters* % own experiences do not persuade me that in all cases everything 
la exchanged with everyone wno might be Involved, 

In preparation for a number of legal actions, I started the considerable 
task of indexing my correspondence* It is not up to date* however, the dates of 
my correspond once on this may at some time be of Interest to you, 

I made an initial, blanket request, verbally, of Dr* Bahmar, about ll/l 
or ll/s/bC, ©t toe time the transfer ( of v/aieh I aa d known) was publicized* I 
thereafter made verbal request at the time the Clark panel report m& made public, 

( In this connection, ?4r* Goff might want to read American Hail v GuliokJ Letters 
were exchanged thereafter 

I960: 2/28 ; 3/23 ; 4/4; 4/6 ; 4/7 S &/27 ; 7/l4 ; 8/15 ; 10/31 ; 11/4} 

1970s 3/l3;4/24 (subsequent ones not indexed)* 

With Justices 

1969: 3/30 ; 4 / 0 } 7/10*6/29 )othera not indexed)* I have carried the appeal 
through all prescribed charnels at Justice and the Attorney General has denied me* 

On Monday I filed a petition and motion in Civil Action Wo, 718~?0, asking 
that something be done about what I believe ia both contempt end perjury by Justice# 
When they lie under aoth to a federal Judge, X can, I think, anticipate tne character 
of their more private conferences. 


Sincerely, 


Harold Kleberg 


